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bring to bear upon'the corporation which hﬁsjpl‘oved-'t}iﬁs B
regardless of herwishes? .. T
Though chiefly _negative, your committee think that
§ power neither questionable norsmall. - . .
®  The Chesapeake and ' Ohio . Canal Company has ‘laid
before the Liegislature of Maryland, an application for fur-
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ther pecuniary aid. Under any. circumstances, it is proba<
ble that it-'would be thought that Mar land "had “already
made sufficient contribution to a work which, though pas-
sing- over her ferritory, is in its operation expected,; princi-
pallysto promote the. growth:and prosperity of the' District
of. Columbia; but- after the course pursued in regard to the
resolution 6f the- last General -Assembly, the ‘application
must be considered: as- still more wunreasonable. “The
B committee. will . say no more on .that head; being pérsua-
BE (ed thatthe Chesapeake and Ohio Canal ‘Company itself
% can have no expectation of a further grant of money from
B the State-of Maryland., A SR
B Uponthe'subject of extending the _privilege of selling
& suplus water, - to-the ‘Canal Company, the. commiftee will -
g w0t speak in this' connexon,.’ believing that privilege
§ o be.one, which on higher grounds than. mere expediency,
| the state "could -not; if it would, and ought not if it could
% cantaway. - It shall be presently but seperately discussed.
& The Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company in ‘the'same )
B uwemorial,speaks of the 10th of October next, as.the'ex- |
. puation of the Hth year from the commencement, of their
 vork, and repeatedly informs the Legislature that it -does
B8 " ask; nay,  “as -expressly determined that it will
B ' ask; an extension of. the period of five years limitedin
e charter for the cotapletion of one hundred miles of their
e coual, alleging that by operation of law without the aid of
 the Légis]ature,' they are entitled to the further term of three
& "danalf years. These assertions require to be noticed,
P Eest the silence of the Legislature should hereafter be insis-
d on as evidence of consent. S S
YO_U,F commitiee tinderstands it to be matter of public
B "loriety, that the work' was formally andlegally commenced
B O the fourth day of July 1828, and were proof of ‘the fact
B “anted, think it may be found abundantly in the first re-
B 2ot of the canal company; consequently the term of five
B s will expire on the fourth day-of July next, and. whe-
\ f*‘"‘ the legal delay will exempt the company from the ope-
;“ 0 of: the limitation in their charter, is a legal question,
=  "0ch your committee would advise a reference to the
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